Lexicalization, a process of language change, has been conceptualized in a variety of ways. Broadly defined as the adoption of words into the lexicon, it has been viewed by some as the reverse process of grammaticalization, by others as a routine process of word formation, and by others as the development of concrete meanings. In this up-to-date survey, Laurel Brinton and Elizabeth Traugott examine the various conceptualizations of lexicalization that have been presented in the literature. In light of contemporary work on grammaticalization, they then propose a new, unified model of lexicalization and grammaticalization. Their approach is illustrated with a variety of case studies from the history of English, including present participles, multi-word verbs, adverbs, and discourse markers, as well as some examples from other Indo-European languages. As a first overview of the various approaches to lexicalization, this book will be invaluable to students and scholars of historical linguistics and language change.
Research Surveys in Linguistics
In large domains of theoretical and empirical linguistics, the needs of scholarly communication are directly comparable to those in analytical and natural sciences. Conspicuously lacking in the inventory of publications for linguists, compared to those in the sciences, are concise, single-authored, non-textbook reviews of rapidly evolving areas of inquiry. The series Research Surveys in Linguistics is intended to fill this gap. It consists of well-indexed volumes that survey topics of significant theoretical interest on which there has been a proliferation of research in the last two decades. The goal is to provide an efficient overview and entry into the primary literature for linguists -both advanced students and researchers -who wish to move into, or stay literate in, the areas covered. Series authors are recognized authorities on the subject matter as well as clear, highly organized writers. Each book offers the reader relatively tight structuring in sections and subsections and a detailed index for ease of orientation. Cambridge University Press has no responsibility for the persistence or accuracy of URLs for external or third-party internet websites referred to in this book, and does not guarantee that any content on such websites is, or will remain, accurate or appropriate. Cowie (1995) to heart, Traugott was also concerned about the status of derivation in grammaticalization and lexicalization. Meanwhile, it became clear that many others were making similar efforts to account for the similarities as well as differences between the two processes (e.g., Lehmann 1989 Lehmann , 2002 Ramat 1992 Ramat , 2001 Wischer 2000; Heine 2003b ). The diversity of points of view on the two topics has been a matter of frustration to some, but we view it as an inevitable step in the development of relatively new subfields of linguistics, much as has occurred in the study of syntax or morphology. Consistent with the aims of this series, Cambridge Research Surveys in Linguistics, our purpose in this book is to bring together a variety of scholarly debates concerning the relationship between lexicalization and grammaticalization in language change, with focus on the former. For this reason, the first three chapters present reviews of the literature, which in the case of lexicalization especially contains varied and often conflicting views on how this process is to be conceived. In the last three chapters, we suggest some ways in which these views may be reconciled and present one possible unified approach to lexicalization and grammaticalization. This book is addressed in the first instance to graduate students and established scholars in the field and assumes a general understanding of issues related to diachronic linguistics, and to grammaticalization studies in particular. However, we believe that it could also be used by advanced undergraduates who have a solid grounding in basic linguistics.
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In a comparative work on lexicalization and grammaticalization of this nature, it has been necessary to omit a number of aspects of both phenomena that are of potential interest. For example, we have had little space to discuss the phonological dimension of lexicalization. Moreover, although we have attempted to cover recent research on lexicalization and grammaticalization, we realize that much else may have been done that has not come to our attention. No doubt far more is currently in progress. In particular, we have, for reasons of time and resources, restricted our coverage primarily to work on and in English, with passing reference to other European languages. Therefore, a general understanding of the historical development of English is assumed in the work. Much of relevance has, no doubt, been written on other languages and in other languages. We hope that, despite these limitations of coverage, this volume will provide guidance and inspiration for those who wish to pursue the matter further, especially with reference to nonEuropean languages.
In writing this book we have had to let go of old preconceptions and revise our thinking about lexicalization and grammaticalization; we would like to think we have encouraged others to do so too. We are grateful to Paul J. Hopper, Anette Rosenbach, Scott Schwenter, and Jacqueline Visconti for comments on an earlier draft as well as to three anonymous reviewers of our initial proposal. Isla Reynolds provided careful editorial attention to the manuscript. We would also like to thank Christina Bartels and Kate Brett at Cambridge University Press, who initially conceived of this project with us, and Helen Barton and Alison Powell, who carried the project through, as well as Jacqueline French for copy-editing. 
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